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, *“? °^ ction *° tMs lette:r 3 toiler, just don’t sail it. There 

xs <iO Eseil X can aa to pilot to aaetlag iith you toaorrew anyway. - 

I did aot write it in eager. I do ham objective?? other than angering Paul. 

^ la 6zgi ai xii tbe motional o&£%+ 

^1*! ? ,Sia ? ith to ® t this woold *» aastod anthology. A t was isswsdiaisiy 
apparent also that fes other objection, while the antshologtets saye We told 
wheisselTes otherwise, was crass eassereialisn* -to to advantage of the cir^t 
sisoatxoa wtenout tone any hind os sigaif leant contribution to vasfatvholo objectives. 

perscgj&lisetioa of Paul’s dislikes, which stsn fxm subtly this 0 f 
critxeisa ox ais earlier stupidities,, is barely hidden. I decided not to tor-' that 
uau to lei: Stetler, wither or not Scott, be aware of it. Whether or not ho bkieves it. 

s . p* ** Bach worse than you indicated. The error is what would have abased 

v rf ?TC Xj" 1 ke ’f a3 °^ y ! 5 * Iot an of it is careless errgr* Paul’s refusal to go 

A ° r spuzious 13 0CQ ci ^» ^ areally doesn't know this 

stuff OOP this aspect of the evidence. v " 

This is what really shocks a©. The rest I’d ©ore or less expected. 

- have no intention of telling thus what they’vs emitted in this .area. The book 
°° ^>od anyway. I have learned the ertrese to which Paul will so and I 

v_ ^QXk'-f 'r Vt£M** •**&*■ I kite t* 3 * Jt _ ■ . t . „ _ \ __ . *3T* 


don 

fro? 


se&pt iU^2* Uft>* ^ ~° r * ® &&&& hi this book*) Exb is &&cii oi'fessdad 


fcs »ro than justified cloboaring he’s gotten in the past when he has aitssrated 
lt a *4 V&:1 tegba-Hag with concept.) It is ay purpose 

t ^ X .r SOr °*. 1 f° a t car ® wbat &* thinks but a syte, just sayhe, it win do Ms 

mx ^ ::i& bas two others teo face on. this and thorn is so sail separation. 

rii go into a little of t?4s with you, but for your iBforaatJLoa only. 

The essential ccspaxiaons are ignored entirely. They have to do with the other 
evidence entircly^offilfted and with the jacket. With lead, particularly when it was 
scarce, anu ’wi.n ths sina o£ stuff hasse used it is net at all impossible that there 

Wtoh. I to it that whatever Guinn concluded 

cs^acs xros soneiaiag like this. 

^ood lead was so scarece ttes we used to save eapty toothpaste tubes for salvage. 

^ii hQ£ /T^A ih 7 a ;^ a f **“* of ^ jack&ts or the shells, “obodv ever actions the 
a.^L-3. (I did, in WW.; Or the gunpowder. The sixing with these consents is wsh finer. 

But^he doesn’t even mention the clothing. Or the curbstone, ^r Windshield. 

.f? A 1 specify the inoosplsteaess. I'd rather "leave ihea alone with their 
possible Besides, it is better for the few series workers te ,^t an 

a0C Tl a .*‘" ™“* Qii ^ actual knowledge. There is no escoso for X 

ocott in this, either. 

_ LTL 3036 chicksn2hitt f cnticisEi free. Paul, almost without exception 

tovi^teS :fT JrS * ; 'f S other insfn.ration, whatever it say be. I also regard his 
•5 a ^ A> is “ n '' iroi y ethical. Sc also wasted such tise by it and we do not 
arc then uid^not have that to. % say to cost us som chances for the ancillary 

^ I .. d ~ 1Cl r Ce a fl ;L - St f 5a 03 «da. I know of no standard by which what ho 
I^rr t , " 7 , bs c «^depd hoft-oratee. I may s«y ao thing about tins but I was steaned 
i£:J*.uTi* e?OS f dt ‘ ^ <*** 1 Stored to to hin co-author....-^ is one 
“r^, 5 °Tftl ' a ^ord.s and trying to find sene. *c is, f T ^ what I’ve 

s©3^, .^tircly uiffareat wnea a© oats his ®« stuff os caper or has political thou.^ht«- 

...% ony ««s». this »Wf zm etnxtov.i* am *hj 

your own words, ^oet, J 



